Introduction
The problem of security -defined as both an objective state and a subjective feeling -and the solutions that individuals, institutions, nation states and global powers pursue to solve it is of central concern to all humankind. It is a complex problem that can be considered at micro-, meso-, and macro-sociological levels. This chapter, somewhat ambitiously, attempts to consider all three, at least to some extent. It negotiates and unpacks aspects of this complex problem through various ideological lenses. The overarching concern of the chapter is the potentially hegemonic power of ideologies of security and the many covert and stealthy ways these ideologies have begun to infiltrate social and political life. In order to illustrate this, the chapter begins by considering the way security is constituted in the penal realm. The implications of the rise of security in maximum-security prisons in England that has been systematically developed over the previous three chapters are drawn into full view here. An examination of the prison clearly elucidates the potential power of the concept of security. It is shown that the strategies that flow from security ideologies are often covertly coercive and suggestive of a tendency towards totalitarian principles. It is argued, therefore, that the constitution of security in prisons offers some important insights for its constitution in wider social and political contexts and with respect to what the concept of security can make possible within so-called democratic and free societies.
The chapter goes on to examine the ways in which security has been considered within criminology in relation to social and political developments. The strength and parameters of security ideologies and the way they are used to justify and normalise exceptional measures are identified 6 Constituting Security in the Penal and the Social Realms as key means by which security is used to obscure the nefariousness of some of its own methods and the way it surreptitiously reinforces other dominant ideologies. It is argued that the symbiotic, mutually reinforcing relationship between the prison and wider security agendas is uniquely positioned to contribute to this systematic obfuscation and to reinforce taken-for-granted assumptions about both the prison and the most effective and appropriate means for pursuing security.
The final section of the chapter presents data from extensive research by Finnish criminologist Tapio Lappi-Seppälä from which it is extrapolated that the very measures being employed in the pursuit of security may, indeed, be undermining it -at least at the level of the nation state and in relation to a subjective sense of security. It is argued that the pursuit of a subjective sense of security may be a more worthwhile endeavour, particularly at the level of the nation state.
Security in the penal realm
As illustrated in the previous two chapters, the emergence of a security regime in maximum-security prisons has resulted in security becoming the primary purpose and raison d'être of these prisons (and, indeed, many other lower-security prisons as well). Prison environments have become dominated by the constant operationalisation of security measures (for example, CCTV monitoring, routine searching of prisoners' cells, dog patrols, surveillance and intelligence information gathering). Such measures result in not only secure prisons (in the sense that they are apparently escape-proof), but also highly controlled and regimented prison environments. It is significant that there has not been an escape from a maximum-security prison since 1995 and no serious riot since 1998. The absence of prisoner disturbances in maximum-security prisons is particularly remarkable given their tumultuous history throughout the 1970s, 1980s and early 1990s. These facts are seen as successes by prison authorities who argue that the absence of breaches of security and control are evidence that prison p ractice is now founded on knowledge about 'how prisons really work', which has, in turn, created prison environments that are safer and more secure for both staff and prisoners (Wheatley, 2005; Drake, 2006 Drake, , 2008 . It would appear that security regimes maintain both physical and perimeter security and create a firmer basis for order inside the prison walls. However, if we consider more carefully the way the concept of security is applied in prisons there begins to emerge some fundamental questions both about the successes that have been attributed to its application and about its desirability as a pursuit and strategic priority.
